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to convince him on any point. If, on the other hand, Mr.
Gillies admit the increasing capacity for pain, why seek to
find "interpretations" and "prophecies" in the realms of
unsupported conjecture when pain stands out simply as an
evidence of evolution? No one has ever denied the warn-
ing cry" of pain; but to assert that a given amount of pain
is, in the same measure, a prophecy of recovery, is only
another way of saying " the more your nervous system is
disturbed the more you are likely to survive" (in, at any
rate, by far the largest proportion of cases). How is the
prophecy fulfilled in the case of a man suffering the tortures
of hydrophobia? The fact that some fatal lesions are un-
accompanied by pain and that others are attended with
intense suffering should show that pain cannot be looked
upon as a constant factor, and is therefore utterly unreliable
us a means of prognosis.
I am, Sirs, yours truly,
A. ST. CLAIR BUXTON, F.R.C,S.
Orchard-street, W., September 5th.
THE INOCULATION OF RABIES.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRS,&mdash;The letter in your number of Aug. 27th from
Mr. Vincent Richards comes (? from India) at the right time
for receiving the attention it deserves. The two questions
he would submit to experiment should be answered before
the practice of rabic inoculation extends. Analogy is
,against the view that inoculations are effective after infec-
tion has taken place. We vaccinate persons who have been
exposed to small-pox as early as possible, in the hope that
they may not then have received infection ; for, happily, all
do not at once suffer from the infections to which they are
exposed. At one time it was thought that, as vaccination
had a shorter time of incubation than small-pox-eight in-
stead of twelve days,-if we could vaccinate within four
days of the exposure to small-pox there would be time for
prevention. Again, that if the vaccination could proceed
to the stage of areola, it would be timely. The experience
of our late epidemics of small-pox suffices to upset both
theories. It is only where the person who had been exposed
to small-pox had not really been infected that the vaccina-
tion, after the lapse of a few days, would be protective
against subsequent danger. At present we have only
analogy to guide us: the inoculation of rabbits has pro-
duced a form of disease with a shorter incubation than that
of furious rabies; the inoculated disease may prevent
danger from some future risk of being bitten by a rabid
animal, and yet be powerless against the bite already
received. Without the experiments suggested by Mr. Vin-
cent Richards it would take years to set this question at rest.
I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
September, 1887. WILLIAM SQUIRE, M.D.
GRATUITOUS ADVICE AT LONDON HOSPITALS.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRS,&mdash;I have just had an illustration (which I think is
worth recording) of the demoralising influence of gratuitous
advice at London hospitals upon the upper or well-to-do
,classes. A lady drove up to my house with her maid, who,
.she informed me, was suffering from strumous abscess, but
was able to attend to her duties. She had got an order for
’her admission into the Harrogate Bath Hospital (of which
I am one of the physicians), but did not wish her to go in,
.as she was so useful to her. Could she have advice, waters,
baths, &c., as an out-patient ? I told her she could not.
She then said, "She had heard how very kind I was to the
poor, and that I would probably tell her what treatment the
.girl required, or the name of a medical man who gave
.gratuitous advice." I said that there were none who gave
.gratuitous advice under such circumstances. She then
asked me what treatment I would advise, and, after receiv-
ing it, left me with profuse thanks for my kindness. I need
scarcely add she did not offer to pay the fee I should
,have charged her, but told me how much interested her own
medical man was in the case, which I have no doubt had
manifested itself in the same way as I was compelled to do
- viz., gratuitously. The case had been an out-patient in
London. Comment is needless.
I am, Sirs, your obedient servant,
Harrogate, Aug. 29th.
edi
THOS. BRITTON, M.D.
VEXATIOUS ACTIONS: GIBSON AND WIFE V.
JEFERIES AND HILLS.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRS,&mdash;May I ask you for the assistance you always so
readily give to make known the grievances of our profession?
The brief account of the above case in your edition of
Aug. 20th could not convey an idea of its importance to
general practitioners, as well as all in the practice of mid-
wifery. In the end of last year, owing to severe illness, I
was unable to attend the plaintiff. Mr. Hills, a friend and
neighbouring practitioner, at great personal inconvenience
and from pure friendship and sympathy, did so for me. As
was proved at the late trial, he performed his part con-
scientiously and with evidence (as was testified by so high
an authority as Dr. Graily Hewitt) of all the necessary skill.
Now what does this case show? That we are all liable at
any moment, without any grounds, to have actions instituted
against us when in the proper discharge of our duties,
our professional reputation damaged, and often put to
enormous expense defending an action that ought never to
have been brought. Besides the injury and injustice to us,
may there not be also serious consequences to our fellow-
creatures if we are allowed to be so hampered in the per-
formance of our duties ? Our vocation is to endeavour to
save life, and it is possible to reward our efforts, as this case
and many others of late show, by an action at law with its
attendant depressing anxieties and loss. I read a few days
since in a daily paper of a sailor who risked his life in
rescuing a drowning man; on swimming ashore with him,
the latter turned on his rescuer and beat him severely. I see
but little difference in his case and ours, with the exception
that the sailor will perhaps more rapidly recover from the
consequences. I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Battersea Park, Aug. 30th, 1887.
fai
W. C. JEFFRIES.
THE THERAPEUTICAL SOCIETY.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.
SIRS,&mdash;Will you kindly allow me once more a space in
your columns to answer many correspondents’ inquiries?
The following will cover questions which have been put to
me. There is no occasion for those at present desiring
membership to secure a proposer and seconder. All who
desire to join the society can do so, subject to the rule’pre-
viously printed in your journal, by simply sending in their
names to me or to any member of the Council. After the
first meeting the admission will only be by ballot. The
subscription, 10s. 6d. per annum, does not include the price
of the quarterly journal, this not being yet fixed, and is not
payable until after the inaugural meeting. The time and
place of meeting will be duly advertised in the medical
papers, and, in addition, notice will be sent by post to each
member. I shall be glad to receive fresh names, as we wish
to meet our President, Dr. Sydney Ringer, F.R.S., with a
full congress. May I remind your readers that the sub-
scription will be raised after the original members’ list is
full. Thanking you warmly for the valuable aid you have
afforded the Society by granting the use of your journal for
constant communications,
I remain, Sirs, yours faithfully.
64, Longridge-road, S.W. A. GEORGE BATEMAN, Hon. Sec.
THE MEDICINE STAMP TAX.
(From a Correspondent.)
SPASMODICALLY the officers of the Medicine Stamp
Department of Somerset House make raids on chemists for
selling drugs and medicines which are neither nostrums,
patent, secret, nor proprietary. About two years ago they
made a special crusade against all foreign medicines. This,
however, created such an outcry that the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, being repeatedly questioned in the House,
investigated the matter, and not only annulled that portion
of the medicine stamp tax which applied to foreign
medicines, but further promised to bring forward at an
early day, either in the then present session or the following
